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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is responsive to communications filed on 03/02/2004. 
Claims 1-21 are pending and have been examined. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 6 and 14 are objected to because of the following informalities: the instant 
claims recite the limitation "the logic". There is insufficient antecedent basis for this 
limitation in the claims. For the purpose of examination, examiner treats it as "a logic". 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Specification 

3. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: on page 3, 
line 15, applicant refers to the schematic block diagram of Fig. 2, but the specification 
indicates "Figure 1 shows...". This should be corrected to "Figure 2 shows...". 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. Claims 1-7, 9-15 and 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over applicant Admitted Prior Art. Admission [See MPEP § 704.1 1 (a), 
section (s), paragraph 4] in view of Microsoft (Windows 2000 Web and Application 
Services Technical Overview) hereinafter Win2k. 
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With respect to claim 1, Admission discloses a method of executing a remote 
server-based application offline on a local computer, the method comprising: 
(a) providing on the local computer (Admission, fig. 1, remote server): 

(i) an application (Admission, fig. 1, Application 18), 

(ii) an application server which executes the application (Admission, fig. 1 , and 
page 1 , paragraph 0005, Application server 18). 

However, Admission does not explicitly disclose that the remote server provides 
an application server manager. 

In the same field of endeavor, Microsoft discloses an application server manager 
(Win2k, page 2, Internet Information Server 5.0 section, noted that Windows 2000 
server product comes standard with the Internet explorer) in Windows 2000 server. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to implement the remote server with Windows 2000 server with 
the Internet explorer feature in exploring the application server by a web administrator to 
start and stop the application server, thereby starting and stopping the application so 
that the locally executed application is experienced in the same manner as if the 
application was executed via a remote server. A person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention would have been motivated to implement the remote server with 
the Windows 2000 server with the advantage being that since Microsoft Windows 2000 
server is well known and popular in the field and also it provides high security for the 
servers. (Win2k, Security Improvements section). 
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With respect to claim 2, Admission discloses the method of claim 1 wherein the 
local computer further provides: (iv) application content for use by the application 
(Admission, fig. 1 , and page 1 , paragraph 0005, Application content 22). 

With respect to claim 3, Admission discloses the method of claim 2 wherein the 
application is a simulation engine (Admission, fig. 1, and page 1, paragraph 0005) and 
the application content is simulation content (Admission, fig. 1 , and page 1 , paragraph 
0005, simulation files). 

With respect to claim 4, Admission does not explicitly disclose that the 
application server manager is a browser shell. 

In the same field of endeavor, Microsoft discloses a browser shell (Win2k, page 
2, Internet Information Server 5.0 section, noted that Windows 2000 server product 
comes standard with the Internet explorer) in Windows 2000 server. 

With respect to claim 5, Admission does not explicitly disclose that the browser 
shell includes: (A) a browser, and (B) software for managing the application server. 

In the same field of endeavor, Microsoft discloses (A) a browser, and (B) 
software for managing the application server. (Win2k, page 2, Internet Information 
Server 5.0 section, noted that Windows 2000 server product comes standard with the 
Internet explorer) in Windows 2000 server. 

With respect to claim 6, Admission does not explicitly disclose that the 
application server manager is a browser application and a logic for the application 
server manager is embedded in a plug-in application. 
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In the same field of endeavor, Microsoft discloses a browser application and a 
logic for the application server manager is embedded in a plug-in application (Win2k, 
page 2, Internet Information Server 5.0 section, noted that Windows 2000 server 
product comes standard with the Internet explorer) in Windows 2000 server. 

With respect to claim 7, Admission teaches the method of claim 1 wherein the 
application is a simulation engine (Admission, fig. 1 , and page 1 , paragraph 0005). 

In regard to claims 9-15, the limitations of this claim are substantially the same 
as those in claims 1-7. Therefore the same rationale for rejecting claims 1-7 is used to 
reject claims 9-15. By this rationale claims 9-16 are rejected. 

In regard to claims 17-20, the limitations of this claim are substantially the same 
as those in claims 1-7. Therefore the same rationale for rejecting claims 1-7 is used to 
reject claims 17-20. By this rationale claims 17-20 are rejected. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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6. Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 102 (e) as being anticipated by 
Altenhofen et al. (Publication no.: US 2003/0232318 A1). 

With respect to claim 1, Altenhofen teaches a method of executing a remote 
server-based application offline on a local computer (Altenhofen, abstract), the method 
comprising: 

(a) providing on the local computer (Altenhofen, fig. 8, learning station 610): 

(i) an application (Altenhofen, fig. 8, page 2, paragraph 40 and page 6, paragraph 
82, noted the Flash player and offline player), 

(ii) an application server which executes the application (Altenhofen, fig. 8, page 
6, paragraph 82, learning station), and 

(iii) an application server manager (Altenhofen, page 2, paragraph 38, page 5, 
paragraph 76 and page 8, paragraph 114, noted the browser).; 

(b) using the application server manager to manage the application server so as to start 
and stop the application server (Altenhofen, page 10, paragraph 145, noted that the 
player interacts with browser to start the training course at learning station), thereby 
starting and stopping the application so that the locally executed application is 
experienced in the same manner as if the application was executed via a remote server 
(Altenhofen, page 6, paragraphs 80 and 82, noted that the offline course is processed 
without requiring connection). 

With respect to claim 2, Altenhofen teaches the method of claim 1 wherein the 
local computer further provides: (iv) application content for use by the application 
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(Altenhofen, page 2, paragraph 36, and page 7, paragraph 97, noted the training 
course). 

With respect to claim 3, Altenhofen teaches the method of claim 2 wherein the 
application is a simulation engine (Altenhofen, fig. 8, page 2, paragraph 40 and page 6, 
paragraph 82, noted the Flash player and offline player) and the application content is 
simulation content (Altenhofen, page 2, paragraph 36, and page 7, paragraph 97, noted 
the training course). 

With respect to claim 4, Altenhofen teaches the method of claim 1 wherein the 
application server manager is a browser shell (Altenhofen, page 2, paragraph 38, page 
5, paragraph 76 and page 8, paragraph 114, noted the browser). 

With respect to claim 5, Altenhofen teaches the method of claim 4 wherein the 
browser shell includes: (A) a browser (Altenhofen, page 5, paragraph 76), and (B) 
software for managing the application server (Altenhofen, page 5, paragraph 76, noted 
the Flash and plug-in software). 

With respect to claim 6, Altenhofen teaches the method of claim 1 wherein the 
application server manager is a browser application (Altenhofen, page 5, paragraph 76) 
and a logic for the application server manager is embedded in a plug-in application 
(Altenhofen, page 5, paragraph 76, noted the plug-in software). 

With respect to claim 7, Altenhofen teaches the method of claim 1 wherein the 
application is a simulation engine (Altenhofen, fig. 8, page 2, paragraph 40 and page 6, 
paragraph 82, noted the Flash player and offline player). 
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With respect to claim 8, Altenhofen teaches the method of claim 1 further 
comprising: (c) disabling any multi-user capability of the application server (Altenhofen 
page 8, paragraphs 106-107, noted that the learning station switches to offline mode). 

In regard to claims 9-16, the limitations of this claim are substantially the same 
as those in claims 1-8. Therefore the same rationale for rejecting claims 1-8 is used to 
reject claims 9-16. By this rationale claims 9-16 are rejected. 

In regard to claims 17-21, the limitations of this claim are substantially the same 
as those in claims 1-8. Therefore the same rationale for rejecting claims 1-8 is used to 
reject claims 17-21. By this rationale claims 17-21 are rejected. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: 

• Mathiske et al. (Publication no.: US 2004/0064300 A1 ) discloses a method for 
starting simulation of a computer system from a process checkpoint within a 
simulator. 

• Walsh et al. (Publication no.: US 2004/01 17170 A1) discloses a Web Simulator. 

• Kleyer (publication no.: US 2003/0033133 A1) discloses a simulation system. 

• Moosburger et al. (publication no.: US 2004/01 07085 A1 ) discloses a simulation 
Player. 
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8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lin Liu whose telephone number is (571) 270-1447. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 7:30am - 5:00pm, EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jason Cardone can be reached on (571) 272-3933. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

L. Liu 

09/14/2007 



^ JASON CARDONE 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 




